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The Competitive Telecommunic::ations Association

("CompTel"), by its counsel, hereby submits this erratum to

correct inadvertent errors appear-inq Ln the Table of Contents Eor

the comments which CompTel filed yesterday in the above-captioned

proceeding. The corrected version of the Table of Contents is

attached, and CompTel has included the corrected version in the

service copies of its comments. We aLso will provide the

Commission with a new diskette contai"1ing the corrected version

of the Table of Contents.
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